STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Sukrit Sharda,

50/186, Old Shahpur Road,

Pathankot-145001


        


  
…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar





        …Respondents

AC- 1338/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide application dated 03.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2012 pertaining to Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Tehsildar: -

1.
What was the date of birth of Sh. Yash Pal, Tehsildar, at the time of his first appointment in Govt. service?

2.
What was the date of retirement according to his date of birth at the time of his appointment?

3.
Under what circumstances, the date of birth of Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Tehsildar was changed before retirement?

4.
Please provide copy of affidavit given by the department in the court supporting the change of date of birth of Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Tehsildar?

5.
Please provide photocopies of all the documents pertaining to the change of date of birth of Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Tehsildar.

 
In the earlier hearing dated 21.11.2012, appellant had submitted that the requisite information had not been provided to him by the respondent.   In the said hearing, neither any appearance was put in on behalf of the respondent nor had any communication been received.   However, in the interest of justice, another opportunity was afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the information within a month’s time under intimation to the Commission.

Today, a telephonic message has been received in the office from Sh. Sukrit Sharda, the appellant, intimating that due to a call for ‘Punjab Bandh’, he is unable to attend the hearing and as such, requested for another date.  He further informed that no response at all has been received from the respondent PIO.


It is now six months when the application for information was submitted by the applicant-appellant and no response at all has been received from the respondent either by the appellant or by the Commission.   Such attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, PIO, office of the Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ ` 250/- per day subject to maximum of ` 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Also, the PIO is directed to provide complete relevant and specific information to the appellant, according to his application dated 03.07.2012, within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 25.02.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

2.
The Divisional Commissioner,


Jalandhar Division,


Jalandhar.

To ensure compliance of the orders by the PIO.   He is also advised to intimate the Commission the name and designation of the official who has been designated as the Public Information Officer. 








   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Aarti Pansotra,

F-14/112, Gali No. 6,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road,

Amritsar.




  

                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





         …Respondents

AC- 550/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Raj Kumar.
For the respondents: Ms. Devinder Kaur, Supdt.-PIO; and Ms. Poonam, Sr. Asstt. 


In the maiden hearing dated 22.05.2012, it was recorded: -

“Ms. Aarti Pansotra, vide application dated 27.01.2012, sought from the respondent, information on 11 points, under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to report submitted by the Chairman, Departmental Selection Committee vide his office Memo. No. 8/03-2010 (RB) (1) dated 17/21.06.2011.   However, the present appeal has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 12.04.2012, pleading that no information has so far been provided despite reminders dated 23.02.2012, 10.03.2012, 19.03.2012 and 03.04.2012.   Ms. Pansotra, in her reminder dated 19.03.2012, has referred to letter no. 6/9/2012-3E3/475 dated 06.03.2012 whereby she had been advised to obtain this information from the office of DPI (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh.  

Information on some of the points stands provided by the DPI (SE) Punjab, in AC 549/12 today; however, information on other points is to be provided by the office of Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab.”


In the subsequent hearing dated 25.07.2012, respondent had some more time which was granted with the consent of the appellant.


Thereafter, case passed through very stages and after protracted correspondence, the position as has emerged now is that the PIO – Ms. Devinder Kaur, Superintendent has tendered a duly sworn affidavit dated 03.01.2013 explaining the peculiar facts and circumstances of the case whereby, inability to provide the requisite information has been regretted.   It has further come on surface that in fact, the appellant had participated in some recruitment process and being unsuccessful therein, she had taken support of the RTI Act, 2005 and sought the present information.  Even CDAC is stated to have played its role in the process.   It has also been asserted by the respondent, vide its communication dated 2174 dated 10.09.2012 that the requisite information had already been provided to the applicant by the DPI (SE) vide their Memo. dated 19.03.2012 and that further action in the matter was to be taken at the State level and as such, had suggested the applicant to put up a fresh application along with relevant documents to the State so that matter could be taken to a logical conclusion.

For the delay caused in the matter, sufficient explanation has been tendered by the PIO citing a number of circumstances responsible for the same.   A perusal of the same indicates that no part of the delay could be termed as deliberate or intentional but was a procedural one.   Hence no order as to any penalty.


The appellant has requested that a copy of the affidavit submitted by the PIO today along with enclosures be provided to him.   The request is acceded to and accordingly, a copy of the same be enclosed with the copy of the order to be sent to the applicant-appellant.


With the observations foregoing, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(99883-48062)

Sh. Harinder Pal

# 182, Tarkhana Wala Mohalla, 

Sunam

Distt: Sangrur


  

      
       …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Dsitt. Gurdaspur




    
         …Respondent

CC- 964/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Ramandeep Singh, Sr. Asstt.


In the earlier hearing dated 22.11.2012, Sh. Ramandeep Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent re-asserted that complete information as per the original application dated 21.02.2012 stood provided to the complainant – Sh. Harinder Pal.   As the complainant was not present, he was afforded another opportunity to inform the Commission if he was satisfied with the information provided.


Today again, Sh. Harinder Pal is not present nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.   It appears he has received the complete information and is satisfied with it. 


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(84276-12119)

Sh. Ravi Sharma

B-IV-202,

M/s Ravi Knitwears,

Laalu Mal Street,

Ludhiana.



  


        
 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation Zone ‘D’

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Municipal Corporation Zone ‘D’

Ludhiana.





      …Respondents

AC- 414/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Ravi Sharma in person.


For the respondents: Sh. A.S. Sekhon, Joint Commissioner.


In the case in hand, vide application dated 01.08.2011, Sh. Ravi Sharma, sought information on nine points concerning Sh. B.K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 


Respondent vide letter No. 110/MOED dated 23.09.2011 declined the same on the ground of its being third party. 


First appeal with the First Appellate Authority was filed to which the respondent replied vide letter dated 14.03.2012.


Not satisfied with the same, the present Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in the office on 15.03.2012.


In the hearing dated 18.07.2012, it was stated by the respondents that after an order was passed by the First Appellate Authority, the request of the applicant had been transferred to the office of Director, Local Govt. Punjab as the information was apparently available with it whereupon, PIO of the said office was also arrayed as  a respondent.


After travelling through various stages, the position of the case as emerged in the hearing dated 04.09.2012 was that information on all points except point no. 9 stood provided to the applicant-appellant.  Regarding information on point no. 9, respondent had asserted as under: -

“The details of assets and liabilities in his (B.K. Gupta’s) name and the name of his family members and the sources from where the properties were acquired and from where money was arranged, has not been provided by Sh. B.K. Gupta to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  As such, the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has no record regarding this information.  As such, this information cannot be supplied by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.”


Now in compliance with the directions of the Commission, Sh. Amarjit Singh, Joint Commission has tendered an affidavit regarding non-availability of the information on point no. 9 in their records.  With this, now complete information as per the original application stands provided to the applicant. 


Vide order dated 22.11.2012, a compensation amounting to Rs. 1,500/- (Rupees One Thousand Five Hundred Only) was awarded in favour of the appellant for the detriments suffered by him.   The said amount has already been paid to the appellant and the receipt obtained from him has been produced before the Commission by the respondent, today, which is taken on record. 

In response to the show cause notice, written submissions dated 04.09.2012 had been tendered by Sh. A.S. Sekhon, Joint Commissioner wherein shortage of staff, lack of proper infrastructure, heavy workload, paucity of funds at disposal etc. have been cited the reasons responsible for the delay caused.  Even today, Sh. Sekhon categorically cited the latest judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court whereby third-party personal information has been ordered to be declined.


Taking an overall view of the facts and circumstances, admittedly, complete information stands provided to the applicant and he has been duly compensated for the detriments suffered as well.    The explanation submitted by the PIO is satisfactory and no part of the delay can be termed as deliberate or intentional but was bonafide.   Therefore, this is not a case fit for imposition of any penalty.


It is further pertinent to record that though the appellant agreed that the information stood provided, he was reluctant to put this fact in black and white despite being told specifically by the Commission.


With the observations made hereinabove, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Arun Kumar

s/o Sh. Des Raj

Village Bhabara, P.O. Sahowal,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur – 143531.


   
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Pathankot.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 1676/12
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide his application dated 14.05.2012, Sh. Arun Kumar sought from the respondent information on 11 points under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to the teaching fellows posted in Block 2 of Pathankot in the year 2009 whose services were dispensed with.


The present complaint has been received in the Commission on 19.06.2012 asserting that no information has so far been provided to him.  


In the hearing dated 05.09.2012, no appearance was put in on behalf of the complainant nor had any communication been received from him.   However, Sh. Sachin Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that information had been sent to the complainant vide their letter dated 05.07.2012.  He further stated that vide communication dated 24.07.2012, Sh. Arun Kumar had pointed out certain deficiencies / shortcomings in the information which had also been removed vide their letter no. 182 dated 06.08.2012 when again, point-wise complete information had been provided to him. 


Since the complainant was not present, he was afforded an opportunity to inform the Commission if he was satisfied with the information provided by the respondent. 


In the earlier hearing dated 22.11.2012, while the complainant was present, no one appeared on behalf of the respondent.  Complainant had denied receipt of communications dated 05.07.2012 or 06.08.2012 from the respondent.    A show cause notice was issued to the PIO – Block Primary Education Officer, Pathankot who was further directed to appear personally before the Commission in today’s hearing.


None of the directions of the Commission have been complied with.  No explanation to the show cause notice has been submitted nor has the BPEO cared to appear before the Commission, not even through any authorised representative.


In the interest of justice, one last opportunity is granted to the respondent – BPEO, Pathankot to comply with the directions of the Commission and also provide complete relevant information to the complainant, latest within a month’s time under intimation to the Commission.  


Adjourned to 25.02.2013 at 2.00 PM.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajesh Kumar

House No. 3150, Ajanta Enclave,

Sector 51-D,

Chandigarh.



        

     

…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police, 

Punjab Armed Police,

Jalandhar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o A.D.G.P.

Armed Btns.

Punjab Armed Police,

Jalandhar.





        …Respondents

AC- 1152/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Bachhitar Singh, DSP; and Manjit Singh, ASI.


Vide application dated 27.07.2007 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Rajesh Kumar sought his personal information on various points (since he was working with it as a Sub-Inspector), under the RTI Act, 2005.  He has further stated that he preferred the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. respondent no. 2, on 30.08.2007 because no information had not been provided to him.


Also placed on record is copy of a letter no. 16593 dated 09.08.2007 from the ADGP, Armed Btn. Jalandhar whereby the information was declined in terms of Section 24(4) of the RTI Act, 2005 as also in view of the Govt. Notification in this regard issued on 23.02.2006.


The present Second Appeal has been preferred with the Commission on 23.08.2012 pleading non-receipt of the information sought. 


In the earlier hearing dated 21.11.2012, the plea of the respondents that they were not amenable to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 (with respect to the present case) was not accepted and accordingly, they were directed to provide the requisite information as had been sought. 


Today, the respondents submitted a photocopy of the acknowledgment dated 26.12.2012 obtained from Sh. Rajesh Kumar, the appellant, in token of his having received complete satisfactory information. 


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.








    Sd/-
Chandigarh



(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Singh

s/o S. Inder Singh,

VPO Lehragaga,

Distt. Sangrur.

        


     

…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation Division,

Malerkotla 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation Division,

Sangrur.





        …Respondents

AC- 1133/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Balbir Singh in person assisted by Sh. S.M. Bhanot.

For the respondent: Sh. Manoj Kumar, J.E.


Vide application dated 25.05.2012 addressed to the respondent no. 1, Sh. Balbir Singh sought information on 5  points pertaining to Sh. Pargat Singh son of Sukhdev Singh who was working with it as a fitter, from 1996 to 2004.


In the earlier hearing dated 21.11.2012, it transpired that while information on all other points except point no. 3 stood provided by the respondent vide their communication dated 30.07.2012.    Under point no. 3, the applicant had sought copies of various muster rolls.   While part information on this point had been provided, applicant had submitted that the copies were not legible which the respondent was directed to provide afresh.


Today, Sh. Manoj Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that he had brought the original muster rolls and copies of the ones required by the applicant can be supplied today itself.    However, the applicant-appellant agitated that the muster rolls were only ‘created records’ as many discrepancies / mistakes / errors / cuttings were apparent on the face of it.


As such, the Public Information Officer – Sh. Kamal Vohra, Executive Engineer, Water Supply & Sanitation, Malerkotla is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ ` 250/- per day subject to maximum of ` 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Also, the PIO is directed to bring the relevant records in original for perusal of the Commission, on the next date fixed while ensuring his personal presence.


Adjourned to 25.02.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98720-68909)

Sh. Prem Parkash

No. 244-C, 

New Mata Gujri Enclave,

Mundi Kharar,

Distt. Mohali-140301.


   


 …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintending Engineer, 

Water Supply & Sanitation, Punjab,

Sangrur.


2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Punjab,

Sangrur.




        
 
…Respondents

CC- 2668/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Prem Parkash in person.


None for the respondent.


Vide application dated 28.06.2012 addressed to Respondent No. 1, Sh. Prem Parkash sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 concerning Sh. Rameshwar Dass, an official with the said department: -

“Copy of application for allotment of govt. accommodation, a copy of the house allotment letter, his Basic Pay at that time, his designation at the relevant time, copies of leave-applications submitted by him from 01.01.2012 to 20.06.2012.”


It is further submitted by the applicant-complainant that respondent, vide communication no. 8183 dated 01.08.2012 informed the applicant that his request had been transferred to the office of Executive Engineer, Sangrur on 03.07.2012 and he may get in touch with the said office for getting the requisite information.   It is further pleaded that Sh. Prem Parkash again wrote to respondent no. 1 vide letter dated 03.08.2012 whereupon he was, vide communication no. 9197 dated 23.08.2012, advised to approach the office of Executive Engineer, Sangrur for the information.


The present complaint has been received in the Commission on 07.09.2012 asserting that no information has so far been provided.


In the earlier hearing dated 21.11.2012, Sh. Ashok Verma, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that complete information as per the application dated 28.06.2012 stood provided to the complainant vide their communication dated 26.09.2012.     As the complainant was not present, he was advised to point out and communicate to the respondents, deficiencies / discrepancies, if any, in the information provided.


Today, though no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent, the complainant has made written submissions a copy whereof is directed to be sent to the respondents along with a copy of this order.   Respondent shall endeavour to remove the objections of the complainant well before the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 25.02.2013 at 2.00 PM. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bant Singh

s/o Late S. Babu Singh,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Nalas Roads,

Near Airtel Tower,

Rajpura-140401 (Distt. Patiala).



   
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Crime)

O/o D.G.P. Punjab Police Hqrs,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





        

 …Respondent

CC- 1369/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Bant Singh in person.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Mohan Lal, ASI; and Raj Kumar, Sr. Asstt. 


In the earlier hearing dated 22.11.2012, a show cause notice was issued to Sh. B.K. Garg, IPS, IGP, SCRB, Chandigarh who was reportedly the designated PIO at the relevant time when the application for information was made by the applicant and as per the statement of the complainant, wrong information had been provided on 23.02.2011.


A communication dated 27.12.2012 from the DIG, Punjab intimating that Sh. B.K. Garg is on leave up to 10.01.2013 and such, it would not be possible for him to appear before the Commission and resultantly, an adjournment is sought.

In the circumstances, the case is posted to 22.01.2013 at 2.00 PM.   The PIO to ensure that response to the show cause notice is submitted on the said date positively.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Sudershan Kaur

House No. 2314,

Phase XI (Eleven)

Mohali.




  
      
         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Bhulath (Distt. Kapurthala).


     
       …Respondent

CC- 469/12

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Ranjit Singh.


For the respondent: Sh. Parveen Kumar, Patwari.


In the instant case, Ms. Sudershan Kaur, vide application dated 13.12.2011 made under the RTI Act, 2005 sought to know from the respondent whether the  mentioned property was self-acquired of her late father or was it ancestral.    


In the maiden hearing dated 12.06.2012, no one put in appearance n behalf of the respondent while the complainant stated that no information had been provided by the respondent.    The case was posted to 18.07.2012, affording another opportunity to the respondent when Sh. Gurmit Singh, Patwari appeared on behalf of the respondent and sought an adjournment.  The same was granting, fixing the case for 04.09.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 22.11.2012, it was recorded that despite the fact the application for information was submitted on 13.12.2011, no information had been provided to the complainant even after lapse of a year.   Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, Bhulath-cum-APIO who was further directed to appear personally in today’s hearing.


None of the directions of the Commission have been followed.  Neither any written submissions have been made in response to the show cause notice nor has the Tehsildar cared to appear before the Commission.    The attitude of the respondent is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005. 


Therefore, the PIO - Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Bhulath (Kapurthala) is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ ` 250/- per day subject to maximum of ` 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The complainant lamented that it is over a year now and the information has not been provided to him.   He further stated that he had suffered monetary detriments as well due to non-provision of the information by the respondent. 

In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission awards a compensation of ` 2,500/- (Rupees Two Thousand Five Hundred Only) in favour of the complainant which is payable by the Public Authority within a month’s time against acknowledgment.   An attested copy of the receipt obtained from the complainant be produced before the Commission for its records, on the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 25.02.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Baba Gurbax Singh Brar

Village Abul Khurana,

Tehsil Malout,

Distt. Muktsar



   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Lambi,

Distt. Muktsar





        
 …Respondent

CC- 3595/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh Brar.


None for the respondent.


Complainant, vide application dated 25.01.2011, sought certain information from the respondent.   However, a copy of the application has not been placed on record.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 19.11.2012 pleading non-receipt of the information. 


A communication dated 02.01.2013 has been received from the Sub Divisional Officer, Water Supply & Sanitation, Lambi intimating that the application for information attached with the notice of hearing is, in fact, addressed to the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Lambi and apparently through an oversight, the notice has been sent to him. 


The perusal of the case file indicates that the fact as stated by the SDO is correct.  As such, a copy of this order be sent to the Public Information Officer, office of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Lambi (Distt. Muktsar) impleading him as a respondent, intimating him to put in appearance before the Commission on the next date fixed.    

Adjourned to 22.01.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2013



State Information Commissioner
